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ABSTRACT 

The results of the annual survey of state teacher 
testing programs in 1990 are summarised. State directors of teacher 
testing programs were contacted in the summer of 1990 and asked to 
update the data compiled in 1989 by the ERIC Clearinghouse on Tests, 
Measurement, and Evaluation. The results show that 46 states required 
teacher testing in 1990 • Twenty'-seven states use admissions tests: 17 
use only commercially available tests , 5 allow colleges of education 
to select tests, three use only custom designed tests, and 2 use both 
commercially available and custom designed tests. Thirty-six states 
use certification tests? 27 use only commercially available tests, 7 
use only custom designed tests, and 2 use both commercially available 
and custom designed tests* Certification tests assess basic skills 
(teachers' competencies in reading, writing, and mathematics) in 25 
states, professional skills (teachers' abilities to teach) in 25 
states, and subject knowledge (teachers' expertise in their areas of 
specialization) in 24 states. A table lists, for each state, the name 
of the test used, passing rate, and passing scores for both admission 
and certification tests, where appropriate^ The table includes some 
information on coverage area (basic, professional, and/or subject) 
for the certification tests. A three^item list of additional reading 
materials is included* (TJH) 



* Reproductions supplied by EDRS are the best that can be made ^ 
« • from the original document. * 



EDUCAnONAl ;^£SOURCE$ IMFORMATiON 
y CENTER CERIQ 

OHQinittng it 
□ Mim>f cfmngti K«v<? b»»n m^d* to smpfOif* 
rftpfodtK:tK>ii quality 



• Points of «^ or opinions stai«<juimiitfocu^ 
mmrtl 60 net nccsitarfiy r«pf«s*ftt offfCMi^ 
0€Rl ^sjajlton Of poifCy. 



STATE TESTING OF TEACHERS: THE 1990 REPORT 
by Ruth AKman Childs & Lawrence M. Rudner, ERIC/TM 



2 




by Ruth Axman Childs and Lawrence Af . Rudner, ERIC/TM 



The number of states that require school teachers to pNss tests 
has risen dramatically in W years » up by m^rc than 400 percent 
since 1980. Only 10 states required teacher testing for 
clcmenury and secondary schools in 1980. By 15W, that 
number has jumped to 46 stales. 

This digest summarizes the results of the latest annual 
survey of state teacher testing programs. State dir^:tors of 
teacher testing programs were contacted in the summer of 1990 
and asked to update the data we had compiled in 19S9. 

Which Types of Tests Are Commonly Used? 

States commonly use two types of tests to assess prospective 
teachers: 

# Admissions tests: for people who apply to teacher 
education programs. 

• Certification tests: for graduates of teacher education 
programs before they begin teaching. 

Several states, including Colorado and Delaware, are 

considering or using certificate upgrade or pennanerce tests for 
veteran teachers. 



them. Michigan and Massachusetts plan to begin testing for 
certification in 1991. 

As with admissions tests, states commonly use commcrcblly 
available tests rather than designing their own. Of the 36 states 
that now use certification tests: 

27 use only commercially available tests » 
7 use only tests that are custom designed, and 
2 use both commercially available and custom designed 
tests. 

Certification tests assess three areas of knowledge: 

Basic skills: teachers* competencies in reading, writing, 
and mathematics. Of the 35 states that identified the skills they 
test. 26 said they test basic skilli. 

Professbaal skills: teachers' abilities to teach. 
Twenty-five of the states reported that they test professional 
skills. 

Subject knowledge: teachers* expertise in their areas of 
specialization. Twenty- four of the state* said they test subject 
knowl^ge. 



Considering admissions tests and certification ti;sU together, 
only four states (Alaska, Iowa. New Hampshire, fjid Vermont) 
do not currently assess or plan to assess their teachers. Also, 
most states rely on nationally dcvetoped tests rather than 
designing their own* 

How Many States Use These Tests? 

Admbsbas Tests: Twenty-seven Ml$tc% have now begun 
admissioni testing. Though the tendency is for states to rely on 
commercially availabte assessment teats, the in^ruments are 
varied. Of the 27 states that now us« admissbns standards: 

17 use only ccmmercially available tests, 
5 allow colleges of education to civ'ose lc$!U, 
3 use only tc^ that are custom designed, and 
2 use both commercially available and custom designed 
tcsU. 

CertificMkMi Teita: Certification tests are the most 
common form of teacher assessment. Thiity-s ix statoi now use 



Some states have developed iheir own subject knowledge 
tests. To increase the circulation of these tests, eleven states 
(.irkansas, Connecticut, Indiana, Mississippi, Nevada, New 
York, North Carolina, Pennsylvania. South Carolina, Tennessee, 
and Virginia) recently formed the State Sponsored Tes^mg 
Program. Each state participating in the program has agreed to 
allow other participating states to use its tests. 

See the table on the next page for the current sUtus of 
admiubns and certificjoion testing by state. 
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